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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lehtonen 
in view of Enjolras. 

Lehtonen teaches a fuel venting and pressure regulation valve that uses two 
valve cones to regulate the venting and pressure relief. The seat of one valve is carried 

< 

by the other valve and the two springs claimed are also taught by the reference. 

Enjolras teaches another pressure relief and venting valve for oil or a similar 
stored fluid and the valve vents the fluid through an internal passage parallel to the inlet 
while the pressure relief is through a perpendicular passage. 

It would have been obvious to modify Lehtonen by venting the vapor flow as 
taught by Enjolras because both valves were for pressure control and venting of a 
similar stored fluid. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lehtonen 
and Enjolras as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Bartlett. 

Bartlett teaches an injection valve vent that is mounted on the top of the pump 
housing and therefore at a vertically elevated position in the fuel system. 
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It would have been obvious to position the vent valve of the Lehtonen as taught 
by Bartlett because the high position would have allowed the fuel vapors to rise in the 
housing and thus better bleed the vapor from the system. 

Claims 9 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tarr in view of Lehtonen and Bartlett. 

Lehtonen and Bartlett apply as noted with regard to Claim 1 above. Tarr teaches 
a fuel system that uses two pumps as claimed and also includes a water sensor in a 
filter (that acts as a water separator) wherein the sensor activates a pump to expel 
water from the system. 

Since the details of the system-venting device are independent of the functioning 
of the venting pump, it would have been obvious to use the valves of Lehtonen and the 
location taught by Bartlett in the Tarr system. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tarr, 
Lehtonen and Bartlett as applied to Claim 12 above, and further in view of Pakula. 

Pakula teaches an electrically controlled drain valve used to drain water from a 
fuel filter. 

It would have been obvious to drain the filter of Tarr using an electrically 
controlled valve as taught by Pakula because this would have ensured better control of 
the venting of the filter than the simple check valve used by Tarr. 
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Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In particular, "the water separator" lacks antecedent basis in the claims. 

Claims 10-11,3 and 5 are allowed. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Applicant's arguments filed 1/05/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. In particular, since the art applied against the claims has now been 
significantly changed, the applicant's arguments are now moot. Because the change in 
the examiner's rejection was not totally precipitated by applicant's amendments, this 
action has been made non-final. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carl S. Miller whose telephone number is 571-272-4849. 
The examiner can normally be reached on MTWTHF. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steve Cronin, can be reached on 571-272-4536. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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